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maintains rightly that there is a kind of disagreement which he
calls disagreement in attitude as distinct from disagreement in
belief. Factual disagreements, on the contrary, involve disagree-
ment only in belief. Thus to ascribe to a person a certain
attitude is to ascribe to him a certain pattern of thoughts, beliefs,
feelings, emotions, words and deeds and the relative importance
of the various elements in the pattern will vary according to the
particular character of the attitude.
This sort of emotive meaning and attitude create a sense of
inexpression about one's feeling. When A and B both may agree
on the intrinsic value of X but A may not agree that X is a good
on the whole, here A's agreement of X is due to his belief and
disagreemeiit as a whole is because of his attitude. Here the
agreement and disagreement of A and B cannot be properly and
adeqiiatefyexplaisedby them. Take another concrete example,
i.e. my dislike of a certain painting. Here my disagreement is
not a simple matter which can be described lean, in fact,
make many true descriptive judgements about that I see when I
look at the painting. Yet these are all abstract and indeter-
minate in comparison to the rich concreteness of the visual
presentation. I cannot catch its sensuous fulness and complex
structure m words. Here again it is impossible for me to
formulate in language the grounds of my attitude. Yet this does
not prove that I have no grotmds, that my judgements are beyond
tlie reason. One may have reasons which he cannot give. Some
reasoning starts with premises which escape formulation. Besides
the question of agreement and dfaagreemest in connection to
belief and attitude, we can give some other examples regarding
our Bnanaly2able feeling of taste. The taste of coM driafc
TJmca* is so srapte that it defies description, it is just thk taste,
and its flavour cannot be captured in words. It is the flavour